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20 Dec. Global Day of Action. The Argentinean crisis has shown to the world the failure of the 
neoliberal politics implemented by the successive governments since the military dictatorship of 1976. On 
December 19th and 20th of last year, the Argentineans went to the streets to shout "It’s enough" One year 
after the day, the Argentinean people challenged the state of emergency, in a massive rebellion that was 
able to overthrow the government, Attac Argentina with other individuals, groups, collectives and social 
movements, we convoke you to participate this 20th of December in a Global Day of Action, to show that we 
are not alone in this struggle, to reappropriate together of the future of our world. In different cities of the 
planet some groups are already planning actions like " cacerolazos ", "piquetes " (blockades of streets), 
popular assemblies, projection of movies and other action forms to diffuse the Argentinean situation. 
argentina@attac.org 

1 Monsanto failed halfway in developing herbicide tolerant rice in Japan (By Masaharu 
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The Japanese people won the victory after ten-month movement against the research. The movement led by 
NO GMO campaign, an organization opposing genetically modified crops in Japan, consisted 148 
organizations and groups of consumers and organic farmers. 

2 In need of therapy (By Peter Hardstaff) 

Confirmation today, as if it were needed, that the WTO Secretariat lives on another planet. For those of you 
who think that sarcasm is the lowest form of wit, please delete this article before going any further. 

3 The Rich and The Poor (By Daniel Raventés and Andrés De Francisco) 

Speaking about the unequal distribution of incomes and wealth, we keep forgetting to underline, the 
empirical fact that this inequality gets faster and faster, to describe the reasons for that and to consider the 
consequences and above all to refute the false ideological legitimating justifications given by the continuously 
barking docs. Most of all we overlook that the inequality -you may call it take whatever you can get is 
galloping unbridled on a planetary scale and also on a local scale, in poor countries and also in rich countries. 
4 Seattle, Genoa ... and now Florence (By Peter Wahl) 

The dynamics of the antiglobalization movement continue unabated. The first European Social Forum (ESF), 
held from November 6th to 9th in Florence, has confirmed this quite impressively. With a demonstration of 
more than half-a-million people - the largest in the history of globalization criticism - Florence must be 
mentioned in the future in the same breath as Seattle and Genoa. 





decided not to commercialize the herbicide tolerant 
rice strain considering many Japanese consumers 
are opposing it. 


Monsanto failed halfway in developing 
herbicide tolerant rice in Japan 


By Masaharu Kawata. GMO Information Service 


Japan The Japanese people won the victory after 


tenmonth movement against the research. The 


Today, December 5, 2002, the chief of The movement led by NO GMO campaign, an 


Department of Agriculture and Forestry of Aichi 
Prefecture, Japan answered Ms. Tomomi Nakamura, 
an assembly member that they will stop the 
research cooperation with Monsanto they have 
continued since 1996 to develop Roundup herbicide 
tolerant rice strain in Japan. He also said they 


organization opposing genetically modified crops in 
Japan, consisted 148 organizations and groups of 
consumers and organic farmers. They had two big 
meeting against GM rice in Nagoya, the capital of 
the Aichi prefecture in July 7 and November 17, and 
handed the petition with signature of more than 580 
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thousand people against the development and 
commercialization of the GM rice to the Governor of 
Aichi Prefecture. The prefectural assembly today 
was noticed how the local government officials 
answer the question by Ms. Tomomi Nakamura who 
joined the movement and asked to stop the GM rice 
development in Aichi Prefecture. 


=The Monsanto has cooperated with the Agricultural 
Research Center of Aichi Prefecture these six years 
giving it money and their patent technology to 
develop rice strains tolerant to the Roundup 
herbicide in Japan. The Roundup tolerant gene was 
injected into a rice strain that was developed by the 
research center using ordinary breeding technique, 
and was a recommended strain of the prefecture for 
farmers by its good taste. The Monsanto would get 
great profit if succeeded the development in Japan. 
However Japanese consumers opposed_ the 
development because rice is their main food in dairy 
life, and made petition with collecting signature 
against the research. 


The Roundup tolerant soybeans shared almost 75% 
in USA this year. The next target of Monsanto are 
GM rice and wheat, because both crop are produced 
six hundred millions a year in the world and are 
main food of Asian and European people. Then 
development of genetically modified rice and wheat 
may the final target of the first generation GM crops 
that would promise great profit to the company. 
The stop of the development of GM rice in Japan 
may be a great set back for Monsanto. The decision 
by Aichi Prefecture may influence and act as a brake 
to other GM crop research by institutes and 
companies in Japan. This may also be good news 
for people against GM rice and wheat in Asia and 
Europe. 

Contact for this article. 
j46033a@nucc.cc.nagoyau.ac.jp 





In need of therapy 
By Peter Hardstaff 


Confirmation today, as if it were needed, that the 
WTO Secretariat lives on another planet. For those 
of you who think that sarcasm is the lowest form of 
wit, please delete this article before going any 
further. 


A few days ago, the WTO Secretariat published its 
Trade Policy Review of Zambia. It makes for an 
enlightening, and _ frustrating, read. Before 
reproducing a few choice extracts from the 
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Summary Report, here's a few facts and figures on 
Zambia... 


In Zambia, between 1992 and 1997 maximum tariff 
levels were cut from 100 per cent to 25 per cent, 
and all licensing and quantitative restrictions on 
imports and exports were abolished. During this 
period, formal sector employment in manufacturing 
fell by 40 per cent. 


Between 1990 and 1999, GDP growth was a measly 
1 per cent. Add population growth into the equation 
and the result was a decline in annual per capita 
income of 2.4 per cent. 


Between 1990 and 2000, imports of goods and 
services increased from 37 per cent to 46 per cent 
and exports fell from 36 per cent to 31 per cent. 


With these facts in mind, here's the WTO's take on 
the situation... 


Lets start with the WTO Press release, which states: 


"WTO members, in their review of Zambia's trade 
policies on 23 and 25 October 2002, commended 
the country on its continuing commitment to trade 
liberalization despite various difficulties". 


An all round thumbs up for Zambia then. I'm sure 
that's a great comfort to those who have lost their 
jobs. 


The Summary Report begins in a similar vein, 
stating that, 


"Since its Trade Policy Review (TPR) in 1996, 
Zambia has continued to implement its economic 
reforms launched in 1991. In recent years, the 
reforms have consolidated the — substantial 
liberalization efforts made during the 1990s". 


Excellent another vote of confidence from the WTO 
but still no mention of poverty. The report then 


goes on to say, 


"In general, the reforms have created an 
environment conducive to economic growth and 
made Zambia eligible for debt relief under the 
Enhanced Heavily Indebted Poor Country Initiative". 


Hmmm, excuse me for being picky but isn't a 
‘conducive’ environment for economic growth a little 
irrelevant if there isn't actually any significant 
economic growth over a ten year period? Luckily for 
Zambia, by faithfully following the IMF's 
economically damaging policy prescriptions, they at 


7. 
° 
attac 


least qualify for debt relief! The report goes on to 
say, 


"However, Zambia's macroeconomic performance 
has not been good." 


Ok, now things are getting clearer. But what has 
this meant for the poor? The report says, 


"This poor performance has increased poverty: 
Zambia's GDP per capita was US$302 in 2000 and 
the share of its population living under the poverty 
line increased from 70% in 1991 to 75% in recent 
years." 


"Despite the substantial liberalization of Zambia's 
trade regime, poor performance by the mining and 
quarrying sector, and financial difficulties, including 
depletion of international reserves, have contributed 
to a decline in the share of its merchandise trade in 
its GDP from some 62% in 1995 to below 54% in 
2000 although an increase to 59% was estimated 
for 2001." 


Right, so the economy has declined and the poor 
have actually suffered during the last 10 years of 
liberalisation. Now for the coupdegrace. In light of 
this desperate situation, the WTO Secretariat 
concludes that, 


"Improvement of Zambia's low level of multilateral 
commitments, both on goods and services, would 
increase the predictability of its trade regime and 
renders its reforms more credible. Continued 
structural reforms, including privatization, and 
further tariff rationalization would contribute to 
better resource allocation. Such efforts will improve 
Zambia's ability to attract investment." 


So, lets just get this straight. The past 10 years of 
substantial trade liberalisation have seen a drop in 
per capita incomes, poor trade performance and 
increased poverty. Clearly what Zambia needs is 
deeper and more binding trade liberalisation! ! 


To say that the WTO is ‘living in denial’ would 
constitute a gross understatement. The whole 
organisation is clearly in need of therapy to help 
them grapple with the realities of ‘cause and effect’. 
(Further) words fail me. 


Contact for this article. peter@wdm.org.uk 
The Rich and The Poor 
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By Daniel Raventos and Andres de Francisco. 
Economist, professor at the department of 
Sociological and Methodological Theory of the CC SS 
in the University of Barcelona, and president of the 
association Basic Income Network. Philosopher and 
a professor of Political CC and Sociology in the 
Complutense University of Madrid. 

Translation. Nicolas KITTEN and Herbert KASER. 


coorditrad@attac.org volunteer translators (*) 


Speaking about the unequal distribution of incomes 
and wealth, we keep forgetting to underline, the 
empirical fact that this inequality gets faster and 
faster, to describe the reasons for that and to 
consider the consequences and above all to refute 
the false ideological legitimating justifications given 
by the continuously barking docs. Most of all we 
overlook that the inequality -you may call it take 
whatever you can get is galloping unbridled on a 
planetary scale and also on a local scale, in poor 
countries and also in rich countries. It’s been a long 
time since the social; the ethical and the 
aesthetically acceptable levels have been long 
exceeded. The extreme inequality has made our 
world an unstable, unacceptable and horrible place. 
The 84 richest persons on earth own more than the 
GDP of China and its 1,3 billion inhabitants. 


In 1998 Michael Eisner, chief executive of Disney, 
earned 576,6 millions of dllars, that equals to 25 
070 times the average income of the workers in the 
same company. In the same year, the United States 
citizen, Bill Gates, had at his disposal more assets 
than 45% of the households of the whole country 
(“Too Much”, winter 1999 and The Nation dated 19 
July 1999). 


Today, 5% of the United States households with a 
major buying power hold about 50% of the national 
revenue. At the same time the revenue in 80 
countries is lower than it was a decade ago. 
Whereas half of mankind, the most deprived and 
vulnerable part, that is 3 billion individuals, have to 
live on less than 2 dollars a day and among them 
1.3 billions have less than 1 dollar a day. The 
American economist Robert Franck, well known by 
economy students for his famous book about 
economic theory, explains that in his country, the 
richest 1% of the population hold 70% of all the 
revenues produced since the mid seventies. (Luxury 
Fever, Simon & Schuster, 1999). No comparable 
figures are reported about the Kingdom of Spain. 
But it is very probable, according to fiscal experts 
who spent years raking the field, that the figures 
could be scandalous enough to be kept secret. 
Never in the history of mankind there were so few 
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rich individuals that rich and so many more poor 
people that poor. 


The above has the following bad consequences. 


First, it makes people vulnerable, in different 
grades, and the lower classes of the society grow 
larger and larger. This vulnerability causes 
dependencies; with these dependencies, the liberty 
is lost. The lost liberty, in different grades, causes 
slave conditions and the loss of selfrespect. 


Second, as it puts huge powers and resources in the 
hands of a few, they can influence the political 
process in favour of their privileged interests, thus 
destroying all hopes for a real democracy, denying 
political equality which is the base and the ideal of a 
civil society. Finally, the extreme inequality between 
the rich and the poor (in an extensive sense) will 
break up the community, brake up the ties of 
fraternity and respect, on one side. The greed of a 
few individuals, on the other side, even if there is 
no envy and no resentment, there will be at least 
frustration and, more frequently, the desperation of 
many. 


Regardless of this rationale, the justifications of 
inequality are abundant. The first one is that people 
deserve what they got. So, the rich deserve wealth, 
first for their entrepreneurial dynamism, the poor - 
for their lack of aptitude and effort deserve the 
opposite social destiny. So the loyal and efficient 
worker deserves to keep his job, anybody loosing 
his job deserves the lesson of unemployment, and 
deserves to stay out of job, if he does not show 
enough effort and flexibility in his active search for 
a new job. There are plenty of opportunities; you 
just have to know how to find them. This 
meritbased justification of inequality is as false and 
demagogic as the fact is true that nobody morally 
deserves neither its genetic destiny nor its social 
destiny, in fact it is unequally distributed. Nobody 
morally deserves the family, which he is born in by 
fate, rich or poor, decent or depraved. And he does 
not deserve, the opportunities -favourable or not 
that the family can offer him. And the same could 
be said about the talents —few or manyone is born 
with: nobody morally deserves them. If it is true 
that justice aims at restraining the arbitration of 
fate -social and genetic, it would not be just to 
allow that individuals enjoy without limits or 
constraints their undeserved better opportunities, 
that are given them by fate. The distribution of the 
genetic capital -like John Rawls never stop stressing 
is a common value of the society, but only as long 
as society promotes it or as long it is accepted by 
the society. 
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The second justification of the inequality converts it 
to the price to be paid for liberty. In a world ruled 
by the law of the free market and obliged to the 
holy sacrosanct principle of freedom of choice, an 
interventionist State could enforce redistributing 
policies and equalizing legislations, but only for the 
price of restrictions to individual liberty, reducing 
the options to choose from. This argument is as 
demagogically false as the fact is true that 
inequality is a reason for a loss of liberty, the more 
profound the more dramatic is the inequality. 
Therefore the lack of liberty - to decide, to act and 
even to reject is the experience of a worker with a 
precarious job hardly making a living from his 
wages and not sure if he still ha a job tomorrow. It 
is what goes through a women suppressed by her 
husband, discriminated against in any opportunity 
of life. It is what the long term unemployed 
endures, undergoing the social disgrace of the 
dependency on public welfare (if he gets any). The 
liberty is taken from the poor who depends on the 
charity of others. The liberty is taken from a 
subordinate (in the hierarchy of a company, for 
instance) who has to agree with everything because 
his vital needs and desires depend on the goodwill 
of his boss. The lack of liberty, finally, is the 
experience of those who only can live with the 
permit of others. We should not forget what Juvenal 
said: “There are many things which may not be 
uttered by men in threadbare coats”. The 
contemporary world suffers from a deeprooted 
problem, the loss of liberty, because the resources, 
opportunities and wealth are distributed so crudely 
unequally. 


The third justification puts the blame for the 
inequality on the government, whatever kind of 
government. Governments -here it goes promote 
inequality with their ambiguous policies cutting 
down on opportunities for individual development. 
So, for instance, unemployment -a terrible source 
of social inequality could be prevented if job 
markets were less rigid and employers get more 
facilities —all facilities! To hire and fire. And yet you 
would have more opportunities to create jobs -and 
wealth for all if governments bet openly on the 
productivity and the competitiveness of the 
enterprises, reducing taxes, cutting on_ social 
expenses, privatising public services and aiming for 
a zero budget deficit. This justification of inequality 
is as demagogically false as the fact is true that 
when governments did precisely that and the more 
they promoted policies deregulating job markets 
and the more they offered the fiscal incentives, the 
more they generated increases of inequality. 
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What about the causes of the inequality? The 
inequality has many causes, but the main reason - 
without any doubt must be searched in the actual 
capitalist model of growth and development and in 
the current antisocial model of private property. 
Capitalism is a way of production it subsists on 
inequality and fuels it, it subsist further on the 
inequality between work and capital. It reproduces 
and increases this inequality because capitalism 
distinguishes in assigning resources of power to 
those who possess and those who don’t. And it 
distributes social power so unequally as it is based 
on a model of property and appropriation that has 
no set limit to its accumulation capacity. It allows 
outstanding mega concentrations of economic and 
social power that is not only beyond democratic 
control but it also maintains an institutional and 
political over representation for its privileged and 
minority interests. The battle -currently lost for a 
while against the extreme inequality of incomes and 
wealth requires searching for alternatives -one can 
say partially and gradually to _ capitalism, 
alternatives of a socialrepublican type (Preferably, 
but not only, the Basic Income for all citizens. On 
other occasion we have developed alternatives, for 
example, at www.redrentabasica.org), Alternatives 
that enable the society to recover democratic 
control over economic decisions, and also enable 
the individuals —a lot of, millions of them to recover 
the control over their own life, which means, their 
autonomy. 


Grano de Arena 169. 
Contact for this article. informativo@attac.org 


Seattle, Genoa ... and now Florence 


By Peter Wahl. Co-worker in the non-governmental 
organization World Economy Ecology and 
Development - WEED and a member of the co- 
ordinating group of ATTAC Germany 
Translation. coorditrad@attac.org 
translators (*) 


volunteer 


The dynamics of the antiglobalization movement 
continue unabated. The first European Social 
Forum (ESF), held from November 6th to 9th in 
Florence, has confirmed this quite impressively. 
With a demonstration of more than half-a-million 
people - the largest in the history of globalization 
criticism - Florence must be mentioned in the future 
in the same breath as Seattle and Genoa. 
Approximately twothirds of the participants belong 
to younger generations. 


It was expected that 20,000 participants would 
attend the Forum itself, a threeday marathon of 
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events with ca. 200 podium discussions, seminars 
and workshops. On the second day there were 
already twice this number, and at the end there 
were aS many as_ 60,000. Of course the 
organizational problems associated with this 
affected the quality of many events. 


However, it isn't the quantitative aspect alone that 
makes the ESF such an outstanding event. The 
particular quality of Florence is to be found in the 
fact that: 

--the movement has emerged from the shadow of 
violence, 

--it has successfully built a bridge to the theme of 
war and peace, 

--its political pluralism and breadth have increased 
further. 

At the same time, the ESF has made visible several 
problems and deficiencies of the antiglobalization 
movement. 


Emerging from the Shadow of Violence 


The new movement has emerged from the shadow 
of violence that lies upon it since Genoa. Florence 
demonstrates once again that when really large 
masses of people are mobilized neither provocation 
by the state nor the orientation of small groups 
toward violence have a chance. 


The Berlusconi government had done everything 
possible prior to the ESF to generate a climate of 
hysteria and fear. A second Genoa would have 
suited it just fine, in order to divert attention from 
domestic political problems. Berlusconi had 
forecasted the destruction of art works in the 
Renaissance city by talibanized hordes, and spoken 
of the prohibition of the ESF. The neofascists of the 
Forza Italia® in the government had agitated for 
weeks in the style of the ,Sturmer”, for example, 
with caricatures of demonstrators with hooked 
noses, a bottle of vodka in one hand and a hammer 
and sickle in the other. The ,Corriere della Sera“ 
brought a_ hate filled contribution from the 
disaffected leftist, Oriana Fallaci, for the start of the 
Forum. Under these influences many stores in the 
historic old part of the city nailed their windows 
shut. 


On the side of the demonstrators there was no sign 
of a "black bloc" of any kind. Other groups which 
tend toward militancy, such as the so called 
,Disobediente" (,,Disobedient Ones“, a mixture of 
Punk and anarchism) and the Tute Bianche, which 
had stood at the front in the confrontation with the 
police at the IMF/World Bank meeting in Prague, 
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marched in a 
demonstration. 


disciplined manner with the 


Finally, Florence also invalidates the argument that 
the attention of the media can only be gotten 
through scenes of violence. After the confrontations 
of Prague, Géteborg and above all Genoa, Florence 
deprives the opposition of the possibility of isolating 
or at least splitting the antiglobalization movement 
with the issue of violence. 


No to War 


The dominant, or even sole theme of the ESF was 
war. The rejection of the militarization of foreign 
policy in general and of a war against Iraq in 
particular was unanimous. 


Although important and correct, this orientation also 
carries certain risks with it. For example, there is a 
danger that in the shadow of the confrontation 
about the war the neoliberal course will be 
continued relatively unhindered and the potential of 
critical forces will be fully absorbed. It is certainly 
one of the sociopolitical effects of militarization that 
through the construction of enemy images and 
other threat scenarios attention is diverted from 
domestic problems. This is most clearly seen in the 
USA, where the pressure for patriotic conformity is 
so strong that not much of the spirit of Seattle 
remains. 


Meanwhile, the acceptance crisis of neoliberal 
globalization, which we saw in Seattle, has grown 
into a veritable functional crisis. The stock market 
crash, the inglorious end of the "New Economy", the 
so called accounting scandals of large company 
groups, the passivity of the IMF in the Argentina 
crisis and the deflationary developments of many 
local economies are only the top of the iceberg. For 
this reason it is important not to consider the 
antiglobalization movement and _ the _ peace 
movement in opposition to one another, but rather 
to make the connections between them clear. 


Growing Pluralism and Breadth 


The quantitative growth of the movement is 
matched by a growth in political pluralism. Local 
social fora were represented, as well as ATTAC, 
trade unions, the peace movement, NGOs, diverse 
Kgroups (communist groups, transl. note), 
Greenpeace, the youth organization of the Party of 
the Democratic Left (formerly PCI), Amnesty, Gays 
and Lesbians, Catholic nuns, the Italian Greens, 
Christian Boyscouts, the Rifundazione Comunista 
and last but not least, the mayor of Florence and 
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the president of Tuskany (both DS). The latter had 
provided the Forum with political and_ logistical 
support. 


The popularity of the movement among varying 
political camps signalizes the fact that the 
acceptance of the ruling system of politics is 
disappearing. At the same time there is an 
increased necessity for finding a productive means 
of dealing with the pluralism of the movement and 
steering against centrifugal tendencies. It appears 
that a political culture of dialogue, toleration of 
contradictions, and - except for some Trotskyist 
splinter groups — a conscious renunciation of avant- 
gardism and domination is developing. 


This is seen most clearly with the Rifundazione 
Comunista. Although the party, with its ca. 
100,000 members, played a significant role in the 
preparation and realization of the Forum and 
demonstrations, it did not attempt to force its 
position on others, neither in the internal 
preparations committee nor publically. Apparently 
it has been realized that self-restriction and the 
renunciation of the party political 
instrumentalization of social movements is a 
necessary condition for their success. The fact that 
the Rifundazione seems serious about leftist 
pluralism is also show by its renunciation of one of 
the holy cows of Leninism, the requirement within 
its own ranks to vote according to the party line. 
This invalidates the oftexpressed suspicion that the 
ESF is a project steered by the Rifundazione. 


Against Privatization and GATS 


The second theme that crystallized into a major 
focus in Florence is the privatization of public 
services, from education to health and pensions to 
water, energy and transportation. The problem is 
becoming more and more acute in the entire EU. 
The negotiations within the WTO (GATS) related to 
liberalizing services are closely linked to this. It 
was decided to launch a European campaign, 
oriented first toward actions during the end of 
March 2003, with a central initiative in Brussels. By 
that time the negotiating phase in the WTO in which 
the individual countries present their liberalization 
offers and demands will be ended, After that, the 
ministerial conference of the WTO in Cancun, 
Mexico, at the beginning of September 2003 will 
become the next high point of the campaign. 


German Presence with Low Profile 


Between 500 and 700 participants arrived from the 
Federal Republic. Most of them belonged to ATTAC. 
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There were flags from VER.DI, (Union of Service 
Workers, transl. note) and the IGMetall (Association 
of Metal Workers, transl. note) was also 
represented, NGOs, the foundations close to the 
SPD (German Social Democratic Party, transl. note), 
the Greens and the PDS (Party of Democratic 
Socialism, transl. note) as well as_ the 
Anthroposophists and the BUKO (Congress of 
Development Policy Action Groups, transl. note). 


Christian Strébele appeared at a forum about the 
relationship of parties to social movements. He 
criticised his party and pleaded for the cooperation 
between the Greens and social movements. Frank 
Bsirske, chairman of VER.DI, had cancelled at the 
last minute on account of pressing matters related 
to the reform of the healthcare system, but made 
known his interest in participating further in the 
process. 


All in all, the profile and visibility of the Germans 
was very low. Apparently little had been invested in 
preparation. This needs to be remedied. It is nota 
matter of presenting a national image. Rather the 
German critics of globalization have the 
responsibility for adequately integrating the social 
movement of the largest of the EU countries into 
the international movement. 


Problems 


As positive as the development as a whole is, there 
are also several problems and deficiencies which 
can't be overlooked: 


There was scarcely any impulse at all emerging 
from Florence toward developing conceptual 
alternatives to neoliberalism. Onepoint approaches 
for modest reforms still coexist side to side with 
very generally conceived value orientations. There 
is still no real discussion among the points of view. 
A typical example is the Jubilee campaign, which 
seeks debt reductions for the poor countries, while 
others press for a complete and _ unconditional 
cancellation of the debt. Yet neither one is a 
solution to the crisis in Argentina. Protest and 
rejection as a common denominator are the initial 
basis for change, to be sure, but that is not enough 
in the long run. So the actual goal of the ESF, to 
meet and discuss together in peace, undisturbed by 
governmental summit meetings, and to advance the 
process of selforganization internationally, was met 
very incompletely. 


The fact that the new movement is composed in the 
main of young people is one of its great strengths. 
This gives it a real touch of youth culture often, and 


page 7(8) 


for broad stretches the Forum took on the character 
of a happening. However, this should not disguise 
the fact that, in view of the demographic 
relationships in the industrial nations, young people 
are a structural minority. The movement should 
not be allowed to limit itself to being purely a 
movement of the young. Unity with the 
demographic center of the society is essential, if it 
is to have chances of success. 


One facet of the youthful character of the 
movement is a_ certain tendency to_ verbal 
radicalness, which is notorious in the history of 
social movements. To be sure, the problems of 
today actually do require the testing of traditional 
concepts. Whether or not one-sided dialogue and 
lobbying strategies, such as are practiced by some 
NGOs, still make sense can rightly be called into 
question after the failure of the Rio-process. Also, 
the crisis of neoliberalism could make imperative 
alternatives, which touch deeper on the roots of the 
problem. It is just as necessary to discuss 
thoroughly the claim of Bertinotti ,Who speaks of 
Neoliberalism cannot = remain silent about 
Capitalism," and not in the bad sense of an abstract 
and historically dead opposing of ,Reform and 
Revolution”. What is needed are the innovative 
answers of a social critique which is current and 
which does not clothe itself in the costume of 
irretrievable past struggles. Worn out slogans such 
as ,One Solution — Revolution” will not bring us 
further. On the contrary, they lead straight to 
sectarianism. Here a second look at the experience 
of the Kgroups of the '68 movement is useful. 


Finally, we should be cautioned against transferring 
the understandable euphoria of Florence and the 
experiences of Italy onto the rest of the world. The 
success of Florence is owed mainly to the domestic 
constellation in Italy. Included among others is the 
fact that: 

- the Italian left is generally quite strong in 
comparison with the rest of Europe, 

- the conflict with Berlusconi had been growing for 
some time and had already led to a general strike, 

- the US friendly stance of Berlusconi is met with 
broad resistance beyond the left, 

- one day before the Forum Berlusconi rammed his 
law regarding the free choice of judges through 
parliament, which was rejected even in conservative 
circles 

- psychological warfare with the spook of a second 
Genoa led to counter reactions. 


All these are factors, which cannot be transferred 
onto other countries. Therefore it is too early, to 
say the least, to attempt to rise up a German social 
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forum. The political preconditions are not (yet?) Contact for this article. peter.wahl@weedbonn.org 
present. 





(*) coorditrad@attac.org is the email address of an international group of volunteers who coordinate 700 


translators worldwide. You can be part of this group and share your language expertise by helping us publish 
articles and documents. Just contact them for further details. 


